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of the individual, equally attached to the idea of the
group-conscious minority, was now met with its own
engine of authority. Russia, on the other hand, could
claim to oppose State-sovereignty, providing that the
international control which was to supersede it was a
Communist and not a Capitalist community of nations.
The new Italy was intemperately nationalist, boasted
of its ' sacred egoism % and dismissed the Parliament of
Man as being a notion no less pernicious than other
Liberal concepts.
How did all this effect political opinion in Great
Britain ? On the whole, very little. The Fascists had
a handful of imitators and a little arm-chair support
from club-room colonels and old ladies nervous about
their dividends. Labour responded hardly at all to the
fury and the phraseology of Communism. The so-called
General Strike of 1926 (it was, in fact, by no means
general) was more or less of an accident, and, to the
general relief, common sense permitted a silly struggle to
be ended by sparring rather than by a burst of genuine
fighting. The Labour leaders never wanted it, and only
found themselves engaged because those who keep mak-
ing threats may some day find themselves slipping over
the edge of their self-made precipice. The Labour Move-
ment, thus compelled to bite according to its bark,
did not clench its teeth with any conviction, and there
was certainly no intention to substitute a general theory
of * direct action * for the ordinary principles of demo-
cratic government. The affair, in fact, was simply an
ordinary industrial tussle which had been infected by
circumstauice with eleghjmtiasis. The ending of the
strike on terms most satisfactory to the Government
was brought about by the prudence of the Labour
leaders, who did not wish to press ' direct action' too
far, and by the unexpected ability of the non-striking

